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REMARKS 

Claims 3-8 are pending in this application. By this Amendment, claim 3 is amended 
and claims 7 and 8 are added. Support for the amendments can be found at least at Figures 2 
and 3. See e.g., page 6, lines 16 - page 8, line 27. Thus no new matter is been added. 

Applicants appreciate the courtesies shown to Applicants* representative by Examiners 
Simitoski and Morese on August 23. Applicants' separate record of the substance of the 
interview is incorporated into the following remarks. 
I. The Claims Define Patentable Subject Matter 

A. Reiection of Claim 3 

The Office Action rejects claim 3 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2001/0014615 to Dahm et al. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Dahm does not disclose "a storage media, which stores for each user, a plurality of 
communication terminal IDs, a personal ID and a personal information of user,. . . the 
personal ID being correlated with each of the plurality of communication terminal IDs." as 
recited in claim 3. That is, Dahm does not disclose a storage media that stores at least one 
communication terminal ID and personal information, which is correlated with the personal 
ED, so that regardless of the nimiber of the communication terminals used by the user, one 
personal ID is set for a user. See e.g., column 8, lines 5-23 and Figures 2 and 3. 

In contrast, the system of Dahm only discloses a data stmcture 300 wherein each 
record includes information by a subscriber, such as a device ID, subscriber ID, and the user 
information for the account. See e.g., Dahm, paragraph [0035] in Figure 3. Because Dahm 
does not correlate the communication terminal ID and personal information with the personal 
ID as recited in claim 3, Dahm does not disclose a claimed storage media. 
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Thus, for at least the reasons discussed, as well as the reasons discussed in the 
Request for Reconsideration After Final Rejection filed August 20, claim 3 is patentable over 
Dahm. Withdrawal of the rejection is thus respectfully requested. 

B. Reiection of Claims 4-6 

The Office Action rejects claims 4-6 xmder 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over U.S. Patent No. 
6,065,120 to Laursen et al. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Claims 4-6 are not anticipated by Laursen. Laursen does not disclose "retrieving a 
personal ID of the user based on the information terminal ID from a storage media, the 
storage media storing for each user, the personal ID being correlated with each of the pluralitv 
of information terminal IDs ," as recited in claim 4. 

In contrast, each of the devices of Laursen has a unique device ID that corresponds to 
a user account and a server, respectfully. See e.g., Dahm, colimm 7, lines 63-65. Nowhere 
does Dahm disclose a personal ID being correlated with each of the plurality of information 
terminals so that regardless of the number of communication terminals used by the user, one 
personal ID is set for the user as in the instant application. 

Thus, claim 4 is patentable over Dahm. Further, claims 5 and 6, which depend from 
claim 4 is also patentable over Dahm for at least the reasons discussed with respect to claim 
4, as well as the additional features recited therein. Withdrawal of the rejection is thus 
respectfully requested. 

C. New Claims 7 and 8 

None of the applied references teach or suggest "an information processing system, a 
storage media that includes a first database and a second database, for each accessing user, 
" the first database correlating the personal ID in each of the pluralitv of cormnunication 
terminal IDs ," as recited in claim 3. Similarly, none of the applied references teach or suggest 
an information processing method, "wherein the storage media includes a first database and a 
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second database, for each accessing user, the retrieving step further comprising correlating, 
with the first database, the personal ID and each of the plurality of information terminal IDs ," 
as recited in new claim 8. 

Furthermore, claims 7 and 8 depend fi"om claims 3 and 4, respectively. Thus, claims 7 
and 8 are patentable over the applied references for at the reasons discus-sed with respect to 
claims 3 and 4, as well as the additional features recited therein. 
II. Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance are eamestly 
solicited. 

Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to place 
this application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below. 
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